In recent decades the investigation of framing effects has become the foremost studied phenomenon of rational/irrational decision making. Two experiments were conducted to determine whether the functional specializations of the left and the right hemispheres would produce different responses to a traditional framing task. In Experiment 1, a behavioral task of finger tapping was used to induce asymmetrical activation of the respective hemispheres. In Experiment 2, a monaural listening procedure was used. In both experiments, the predicted results were found. Framing effects were found when the right hemisphere was selectively activated whereas they were not observed when the left hemisphere was selectively activated. The results are interpreted in light of a dualprocessing approach of decision-making.
Introduction
In recent decades the issue of framing has become of paramount interest in many different areas of decision making (see Kuhberger, 1998 for review). Framing refers to situations where participants are presented with options that are framed either positively or negatively and each of the options has the same expected outcome. In a typical risky choice framing task, participants are forced to make a choice between a risk-free and a riskseeking option (Levin, Schneider, & Gaeth, 1998) .
The typical finding from a risky choice decision task is that people tend to choose the risk-free option when the problem is framed positively and the risk-seeking option when the problem is framed negatively. Because most people demonstrate this reversal of preference, basing their decision on the frame rather than the expected outcome, the framing effect has become one of the most widely tested examples of irrationality in decision making.
Framing research
Seminal work by Kahneman and Tversky (1979) sparked interest into research investigating the risky choice framing paradigm. Kahneman and Tversky put forth prospect theory as a theoretical model for explaining why these types of gain/loss framing effects occur. Since that time researchers have used many different variations of the risky choice framing task. However, the foremost studied example of framing is that of the Asian disease problem (Tversky & Kahneman, 1981) . In the Asian disease scenario, participants are asked to consider the following problem:
Imagine that the US is preparing for the outbreak of an unusual Asian disease, which is expected to kill 600 people. Two alternative programs to combat the disease have been proposed. In the gains condition, participants are faced with a risk-free option (200 people will be saved) and a risk-seeking option (a one-third probability that 600 people will be saved and a two-thirds probability that no people will be saved). Similarly, participants in the losses condition are also faced with a risk-free (400 people will q Special thanks to Tony DeCasper, Cathy Seta, Eric Stone, Ed Wisniewski, Cheryl Logan, Stephen Fischer and reviewers A and B for their helpful comments.
